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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, an~e~~~~ka. 2008
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for ~~~e:O~~
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (Ii by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all ecreta,"'JilliSsIOf/
oLher cable pr8viders. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect Y
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.
Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dno.gged their feet long enough cn competi ti ve
alternatives tJ proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration han will also help market

competition preveGt further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legiti~ate use of recorded content.
By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the COffiTIission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such ~estrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed Bellis
2936 Grant St
Evanston, IL 60201-2059

No. or Cr..'::,:es roc'd,__-'(J.<- _
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P.s a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, andFerJerd;:.llJlliun' .52008
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for ~e~~~~~
waivers of 47 eFR 76.1204(a)(1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all eSecret,Co/lJ''JJI'ss:
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 'ilty 'lOll

requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.
Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscriners' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.
By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a parLicular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such res~rictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competi~ion.

Please refuse requests for waivecs of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Casey Wells
12727 Vista Del Norte Apt 1025
San Antonio, TX 78216-8019

'\1... D' C·' 'j ~I 'fl..i. I ...·lJpaS ree· u
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and .r~",,,,,,% .
5

<'000
le?itimate use of cabl~ TV content, I urge you to ref~se requests for eO{!I}e~OI}SCo
waIvers of 47 eFR 76.1~04 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verlzon, and all eCfetq. '/lJ1lJ/Bsi
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect '1)1 OIJ
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.
Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban ,.... ill also help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.
By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, aEd such rest~ictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mrs. ~aMny Drescher
11681 N Ham Ln
Lodi, CA 95242-9413
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. . . . ... . d ~:O:II%", 1708As a consumer lnterestea lD protectlng competltlon, lnnovatlon, an f~ q~8

legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 'OSeCI'f/tC'o!J}I?}:

waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and a1..1 'illY i'SJ>tO/J
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their OWD

set-top boxes, remains good policy today.
Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.
By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that hann consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and s0ch restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1j.

Sincerely,

Ms. Georgia Galanis
2557 Steinway St
Astoria, NY 11103-3701

\1 .... 1"" r( .... ,.. ~f'\"''; 0
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV contenL, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
oLher cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs inLo their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.
Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and har.ming consumers. The integration ban will also help market

FCC (Federal Co~~unications

445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.
By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such resLrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Nathan Vary
149 S Wrangleboro Rd
Galloway, NJ 08205-9555

---._-----
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.
Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumer.s. The integration ban will also help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.
By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized zhe importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV contenz, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-inf~inging uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)(1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Williams
766 Parkside Townes Ct
Wake Forest, NC 27587-4293



Commission Public Comments)

Feb 11, 2008

FCC (Federal Communications
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

/Y(fj
O/,tfc,

~ . Ul1 C<"Ph
-""era; 1S <.(1)

. . . ... . d ~00. <'0/1.0As a consumer lnterested III protectlng competltlon, lnnovatlon, an ....',Ice Z,/Jic . Uu
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for ~~e~~8~
waivers of 47 ::FR 76.1204(a)(1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all OCre/, 1l}!llISs,<
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect fJl"p 1'01}

requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.
Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.
By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particUlar cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, anc such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 eFR 76.1204(a)(1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Russell Hamker III
4447 E Eagles Landing Ct
Wichita, KS 67220-5518
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, a~~Il,>IJ){;,. ;000
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests 1~/~~~
waivers of 47 :FR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all eSe.1'78GJIJl
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect V~/~~/~0
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own I?

set-top boxes, remains good policy today.
Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feel long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovdt..i.on
and harmi,ng consumers. The integration ban will also help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.
By adopting con~ent protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the imporLance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With compeLition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restricLions will get even
worse if cable p~oviders' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. john butterfield
3101 Sllis St
Berkeley, CA 94703-2409

~lc. of Cv~;aG roc'd__JOJ----
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Commission P~blic Comments)

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.
Now ten yea2::'s after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to pl~oprietary set-top boxes, t_hus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market

Feb 11, 2008

FCC (Federal Communications
445 12th Street sw
Washington, DC 20554

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.
By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particLlar cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' seL-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 eFR 76.1204(a)(1).

Sincerely,

Ms. Monica Cline
2207 S Tuscany eir
Andover, KS 67002-8659

Nc. of ~(:}:~a3 r~clj.__--tO.t- _
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. d . . ... . d%,000,,~. 170,0s a consumer lntereste lD protectlng competltlon, lnnovatlon, an ~eo. "lOa",;, U
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for ~~e~o~~
waivers of 47 :FR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all ~te~1?l0/~.
other cable providers. The FCC's integ~ation ban, which in effect ~ ~Q
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.
Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.
By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV conten~, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for \;taivers of 47 C~R 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,

Dr. Jimmy Ducey
1014 S Broadmoor St
Wichita, KS 67207-2830

[·Jo. of COl'ius rec'd 0
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and ~:Z{{I)ICqb.' Z708
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for !t)e,se.'OlJ.sco.
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (2) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all vrtJIClry'll}I7;/8.st:
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect ~
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.
Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.
By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider'S or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Duane Oblander
PO Box 246
1111 Ewy 39 N
Shell Knob, Me 65747-0246

No. of Copies roc'.j 0
UstABCDE



Commission Public Comments)

As a consumer interested in protecting competi~ion, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCAKDs in~o their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.
Now ten years after the Telecornrnunicat.ions Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged theiL' feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innova-cion
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market

Feb 11, 2008

FCC (Federal Communications
445 12th Street sw
Washington, DC 20554

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.
By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' seL-top boxes are unchecked by competiLion.
Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CE'R 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Jacob Sloan
1021 Wellmoor Ct
Nashville, TN 37209-5026

No. of Co~i<lS rcc'j 0
UstA Be DE
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Commission ?ublic Comments)

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NC'IA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effec~

requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.
Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market

Feb 11, 2008

FCC (Federal Communications
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.
By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such resLrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Jarrett Bell
643 S Crestway St
Wichita, KS 67218-2211

Nc. of Cop1as rec'd 0
ListABCDE
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, 2nd
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable provj.ders. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.
Now ten years after the TelecOllUTlunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.
By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's cr copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting nOll-infringing uses, and 5uch restrictions will get even
worse if catle providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refu~e requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1.204 (a) (1).

Sincerely,

Miss jessica urton
636 S Eastern st Apt 302
Wichita, KS 67207-2469

No. of Cq:ills r"c'j 0
UstABCDE
--_.------
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A 't d' , '" , drl<-"'U~; '8s a consurr.er 10 ereste 10 protectlng competltlon, lnnovatlon, an VII/CeO{ 'ei/tlo.
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for these. 'I1sCo/l}?l:
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and aU rret0l"I'Ssiol]
o~her cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.
Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have d~agged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.
By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such res~rictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CrR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sincerely,

Ms. Lillian Hc
34 Butler Pl Apt 10
Brooklyn, NY 11238-5112

No. of Co~;os roc'd_-",O,,--__
UstABCDE
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Commission Public Comments)

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I u~ge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 ::FR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.
Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and haLming consumers. The integration ban will also help market

Feb 11, 2008

FCC (Federal CJmmLnications
445 12rh Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.
By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider'S or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Darren Greiving
7405 E. 30th Cir
Wichita, KS 67226

Nc. of C0j::es roc'j 0
UstABCDE
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As a consumer interested in protectir19 competition, innovation, and !f;eSec.'fJsCo!l}flr
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to ref~se requests for ~~~ ~~0Q
waivers of 47 =FR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NC'T'A, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs in~o their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.
Now ten years after the Teleconununications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban wiJ,l also help market

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.
By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. vJith competition spurred on

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such res~rictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Jason Zinn
6905 E. Oakmount
Wichita, KS 67226
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